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Claims 1-6 are pending. Claims 1 and 5 have been amended to more 
cleariy and distinctly claim the subject matter that applicants regard as their 
invention. No new matter Is believed to be added by the present amendment. 

Rejection of claims 1-3 and 5-6 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nalmpally (US Pat No 5,619,337) in view of Yoneda et aL (EP 0 841 819) 

Applicants submit that for at least the reasons discussed below amended 
claims 1-3 and 5-6 are patentably distinguishable over the teachings of Nalmpally 
and Yoneda et aL 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite: 

- monitoring a total sum quantity of data stored In the plurality 
of N buffers; and 

- triggering a writing process of the data contained in th^ plurality 
of buffers to the recording medium when said total sum quantity of data 
reaches a predetermined level (emphasis added). 

Applicants submit that nowhere do the cited references teach or suggest the 
above cited limitation of claim 1 . 

Examiner acknowledges that Naimpally does not teach monitoring the total 
quantity of data stored in the buffers. Also Naimpally does not teach triggering a 
writing process of the data when said total quantity of data reaches a 
predetermined level. The office action cites Yoneda to provide the missing 
elements of Naimpally. Applicant respectfully submits that Yoneda, in fact fails to 
disclose or suggest the missing elements, and also the elements specified in 
amended claim 1 . 

Claim 1 has been amended to further specify that the total quantity of data 
that is monitored is actually the total sum auantitv stored in all of the oiuralitv of N 
buffers . Further, the feature of triggering a writing process has been further 
specified to recite that the triggering of the writing process is in the response to the 
total sum quantity of data in the buffers. This is in contrast to the teachings of 
Yoneda which is based on triggering writing processes based on the quantity of 
data stored In specific buffers. 
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In Yoneda, as mentioned on column 47, lines 15-1 8, there Is one audio 
buffer in the audio buffering means and one video buffer in the video buffering 
means. Moreover, on column 47, lines 7-15, it is clearly stated that when the 
audio buffer is filled up. the audio buffering means 801 outputs the content of the 
buffer to the file management means 803 wherein it is written in the storage unit. 
Likewise, the video buffering means 802 contains a video buffer. When the video 
buffer is filled up, the video buffering means 802 outputs the content of the video 
buffer to the file management means 803 wherein It is written in the storage unit. 

Therefore, Yoneda does not teach that when the total sum quantity of data 
of a plurality of buffers reaches a predetermined level, a writing process is 
triggered. Instead. Yoneda teaches that each buffer is considered individually. 
This process is completely distinguishable from a process in which the total sum 
quantity stored in all of the buffers is considered, or monitored, and a writing 
process is triggered based on this total sum quantity, as recited in the amended 
claims. 

In fact, Yoneda teaches what is described in the present application as prior 
art. Namely, a system wherein the writing of all accumulated data is triggered 
when the amount of video data reaches a predetermined level. As mentioned in 
the present specification, page 1 lines 19 through 25, such a system does not 
provide maximum efficiency because it is necessary to fill unused space of a data 
block attributed to either audio or auxiliary data on the disk with stuffing bits. This 
is in contrast to the present invention, because as the sum of the Quantities of data 
in the different buffers triggers the writing process, the predetermined total quantity 
of data is always fully used by useful data, no stuffing bits are necessary when 
writing the data to the recording medium, page 1 lines 2-5, The above mentioned 
that portions of the amended claims specify this difference between the present 
invention in the teachings of Yoneda. 

In view of the above, applicants submit that the combination of Naimpally 
and Yoneda fail to teach or suggest each and every limitation of the amended 
claim 1 , and thus, claim 1 1s distinguishable over the suggested combination of 
references. Claims 2 and 3 are believed to be also patentable over the suggested 
combination in view of their dependence upon claim 1 . Claim 5 has also been 
amended to recite: trigger the writing of the buffer contents to the recording 
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medium when a total sum of data packets in all buffers reaches a predetermined 
level, in a manner similar to that of claim 1 . Thus, claim 5, and the claims that 
depend therefrom, are also distinguishable over the suggested accommodation for 
at least the same reasons as those discussed with respect to claim 1 . 

Rejection of claim 4 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Naimpally and Yoneda et al, and In further view of Deo et ai (US Pat No 
6,304,914) 

Deo is cited as teachings the step of writing a header Into said recording 
unit, the header indicating for the data from each buffer the corresponding packet 
identifier, the size, and location of the data in the recording unit, Applicants submit 
that even assuming arguendo that Deo teaches the subject limitation, Deo fails to 
cure the defect of the proposed combination of Naimpally and Yoneda as applied 
to claim 1. Thus, claim 4 is believed to be patentably distinguishable over the 
proposed combination of Naimpally, Yoneda and Deo. 



6 



PA(X 819 ' RCVD AT 8/15/2007 3:06:34 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXI^^^ 



AUG 15 2007 15:06 FR THOMSON LICENSING 603 734 6888 TO 73315712738300 



Ser.No. 10/089,903 



PF990066 



Customer No. 24498 

Having fully addressed the Examiner^s rejections it is believed that, in view 
of the preceding amendments and remarks, this application stands In condition for 
allowance. Accordingly then, reconsideration and allowance are respectfully 
solicited. If, however, the Examiner is of the opinion that such action cannot be 
taken, the Examiner is invited to contact the applicant's attorney at (609) 734- 
6815, so that a mutually convenient date and time for a telephonic interview may 
be scheduled. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Franck Abelard et al. 




By: Paul P. Kiel 

Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 40,677 




THOMSON Licensing LLC 

PO Box 5312 

Princeton, NJ 08543-5312 
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